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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 1 -1 9 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 8-11, 13-14 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Sendowski (USPN 2003/0198934, referred to as Sendowski). 

Claim 1, 10, 19: 

Sendowski teaches a computer program for interrogating a user and generating 
a result, for example a report, custom video presentation, web-site presentation, etc., 
based upon the user's interrogatory answers, the computer program comprising: 

a computer-readable memory device (Sendowski, If 0032: preferably personal 
computers) encoded with a database (Sendowski, U 0039: queries the database) 
comprising a plurality of predefined questions (Sendowski, 1f 0008: script questions) 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/810,929 

Art Unit: 2129 

and associated, predefined answers (Sendowski, U 0008: collected from previous 
answers), wherein the plurality of questions and answers are organized in a predefined 
relationship (Sendowski, H 0016: questions, answers ... store the relationships among 
them) between a pre-designated starting question (Sendowski, U 0023, TABLE 5: 
Script. StartingQuestion) and one or more ending questions to thereby define a plurality 
of possible logical interrogatory paths through the database (Sendowski, 0007: script 
progress paths; EN: starting and ending questions are inherent in a progress path), and 
wherein further the selection of any one of the plurality of possible logical paths is user- 
answer-dependent (Sendowski, U 0044: Depends on whether there are further 
questions ... the process continues); 

a computer-readable memory device encoded with a user interface for displaying 
questions from the database and accepting answers from a user (Sendowski, U 0007: 
user interface ... sent to the client software for display); and 

a computer-readable memory device encoded with an engine (Sendowski, U 
0008: script engine) operative to present questions from the database to the user 
interface (Sendowski, U 0041 : to present a question), and to navigate one of the 
plurality of possible logical interrogatory paths (Sendowski, U 001 1 : user's web 
browser; EN: a web browser requires logic and decision making - 0004) through the 
database as dictated by a user's answers to the questions presented at the user 
interface (Sendowski, U 0042: script path for the remaining answers may be branched). 



Claim 2, 11: 
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Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the database 
further comprises: 

content and rules for generating at least one report based upon a user's answers 
to questions presented at the user interface (Sendowski, U 0007: User interface and 
reported results), the content and rules having a predefined relationship with the 
plurality of predefined questions and answers of the database so that the content of the 
at least one report is dependent upon a user's answers to questions from the database 
(Sendowski, U 0008: visual content elements, including questions, answers), and 
wherein further the engine is operative to generate from the reporting database 
(Sendowski, U 0016: The database) at least one report using the content and rules 
from the database (Sendowski, U 0020, TABLE 3: business rule server). 

Claim 4, 13: 

Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the computer- 
readable memory device encoded with the database, the computer-readable memory 
device encoded with the user interface, and the computer-readable memory device 
encoded with the engine all comprise the same computer-readable memory device 
(Sendowski, Fig 1 : Block 1 10 - User Web Client). 

Claim 5, 14: 

Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the computer- 
readable memory device encoded with the database, the computer-readable memory 
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device encoded with the user interface, and the computer-readable memory device 
encoded with the engine comprise separate computer-readable memory devices 
(Sendowski, Fig 2: "Multiple Answers"; Block 221— BSO save CSP to database; EN: 
multiple answers saved in different databases would mean separate memory devices). 

Claim 8, 17: 

Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the database 
further comprises one or more URL addresses, wherein the engine is operative to 
display the URL addresses at the user interface, and wherein further the one or more 
URL addresses are associated with the predefined questions and answers of the 
database so that the display of URL addresses at the user interface is dependent upon 
a user's answers to questions from the database (Sendowski, U 0009: Web clients ... 
Internet; EN: All the limitations of this claim are inherent in an internet based 
application). 

Claim 9, 18: 

Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 8, wherein the engine is 
operative to display a plurality of the URL addresses at the user interface in a sequence 
the order of which is defined by a user's answers to questions (Sendowski, U 0020, 
TABLE 3: AnswerOrder) from the database (Sendowski, U 0027: Script questions ... 
Some answers ... persisted session path; U 0016: The database 123). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

A. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 6-7, 12 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sendowski as applied to claim 1 and 2 above, and further in view of 
Parker (USPN 5909589, referred to as Parker). 

Claim 3, 12: 

Sendowski teaches the computer program of claim 2, wherein the database 
comprising a plurality of predefined questions and associated, predefined answers, 
includes questions and answers (refer to claims 1 and 2). 

Sendowski does not teach evaluating a user's level of knowledge respecting a 
particular subject matter, and wherein further the content and rules for generating the at 
least one report based upon a user's answers to questions presented at the user 
interface include content and rules for generating a test score indicative of a user's level 
of knowledge respecting the particular subject matter. 

However, Parker teaches evaluating a user's level of knowledge respecting a 
particular subject matter, and wherein further the content and rules for generating the at 
least one report based upon a user's answers to questions presented at the user 
interface include content and rules for generating a test score (Parker, C02L61- 
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C03L08: student testing process) indicative of a user's level of knowledge respecting 
the particular subject matter (Parker, C10L19-34: questions relating to the subject 
matter). 

Sendowski and Parker are from the same field of endeavor, automated question 
answer system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified Sendowski's software for question-answer with Parker's testing and evaluation 
process indicative of a student's knowledge in the subject matter, for the benefit of 
completing a specified course work (Parker, C10L19-34). 

Claim 6, 15: 

Sendowski does not teach the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the 
database further comprises one or more video files, wherein the engine is operative to 
display the video files at the user interface, and wherein further the one or more video 
files are associated with the predefined questions and answers of the database so that 
the display of video files at the user interface is dependent upon a user's answers to 
questions from the database. 

Parker teaches the computer program of claim 1 , wherein the database further 
comprises one or more video files (Parker, C10L19-34: video clips), wherein the engine 
is operative to display the video files at the user interface (Parker, C10L19-34: watch 
the animation), and wherein further the one or more video files are associated with the 
predefined questions and answers of the database so that the display of video files at 
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the user interface is dependent upon a user's answers to questions from the database 
(Parker, C10L19-34: relating to the subject matter of the CD-ROM). 

Sendowski and Parker are from the same field of endeavor, automated question 
answer system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified Sendowski's software for question-answer with Parker's video files relating to 
the subject matter, for the benefit of being able to read and analyze files in the video 
format. 

Claim 7, 16: 

Sendowski does not teach the computer program of claim 6, wherein the engine 
is operative to display a plurality of the video files at the user interface in a continuous 
sequence the order of which is defined by a user's answers to questions from the 
database. 

Parker teaches teach the computer program of claim 6, wherein the engine is 
operative to display a plurality of the video files at the user interface in a continuous 
sequence the order of which is defined by a user's answers to questions from the 
database (Parker, C02L61-C03L08: support video and multimedia graphics ... 
interactive video games). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Sendowski's software for question-answer with Parker's display of video files in a 
continuous sequence, for the benefit of having an interactive game kind of question and 
answer session. 
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Examinations Considerations 

6. Examiner's Notes (EN) are provided with the cited references to prior art to assist 
the applicant to better understand the nature of the prior art, application of such prior art 
and, as appropriate, to further indicate other prior art that maybe applied in other office 
actions. Such comments are entirely consistent with the intent and spirit of compact 
prosecution. However, and unless otherwise stated, the Examiner's Notes are not prior 
art but a link to prior art that one of ordinary skill in the art would find inherently 
appropriate. 

7. Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers (or paragraphs) in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the Applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in their entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. The entire reference is considered to provide disclosure relating to 
the claimed invention. 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Francis, USPN 2003/01 01 1 53, cited for knowledge databases containing 
question and answers. 

9. Claims 1-19 are rejected. 

Correspondence Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharadwaj Kalpana whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1641 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am 5:00 pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Vincent can be reached on (571) 272-3080. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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